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2.51 oftbc Fcd.c:nl Act (47 U.S.C. 251)."

I

SccliOD 9(i) of 1997 AIk. Al:.t T1 requires tbal1be Commission "apPfOJ\lC lilY .Jgotiatcd
I
I .'

imcrconncdion apana1t ... fila4 PUZSUlnl to the FcdaI1 Ml unless it is~wnby c~ear and

c:on~ cvidciu;o that!he aarccmect ... docs Dot meet the minimum~ents ~fSection
, I

o I
I

Noevi~ bas been prcscntJ'.d that would iDdieatc &hat the proposediRcsalc

Intcrconnc;1ion Aareomm& between SwaT and Qu!Dtelco is discriminalory or inconsistent with !
I
o •

tbG pu.blic inIcr-. CQIlvcmence and a.tea&i~. n..Aa~ between Qu.iDlc1co and. SWBT is
! I
I 0'

IL n;gotiated apcmcnt aDd there is no evidence that the Agreement should be rejected pUrsuant
I i
i ,

to 47 U.S.C. §252(e)(2)(A) Dr S". 9(i) of 1997 Ark. Act n. Therefore~ Ihc Resale ;. :

Intcrconocc:tion Apam.cat filed on November 21, 1997. shoul4 be anel is~ap~,,~
I

I

I·,

~/V
Lavenski R. Smith, Cbainnan

~~·4,~·
S I. Bratton, Jr., Commislioaer :

: I !

pursuant to Sec:. 2S2(c) oftbc 1996 A~t, 47 U.S.C. §252(e).

BY ORDER orTIlE COMMISSION.

Tbis c:l,...L.day ofFcbnw'y, 1998.
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ARKANSAS
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

IN THE MAnu. OF TIlE APPLICATION OF )
SOUTHWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY )
FOR APPROVAL OF AN INTERCONNECTION )
ACREEMENT VNDEIl TIlE )
TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996 WITH )
GO-TEL, INC. )

:.Jmt 7 ; 1/1;3 AM ~98
, ,

I
I
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1 0

,.' •• ,! I
• ~4 ;.: • .., I

I

; ;'

ORDER
J

On November 19.1997, Southwestern Ben Telephone Company (swaT) filed an
J :

I . I

Appli~ion for appTOva) ofa ReS3le lntucoMcetion Agreement (Agreernent) under t~e :
I •

Telecommunications Aot of 1996 (1996 Act) bet'Neen SWBT and 00-Tel, Inc. According to the :
~ !
i

Application, the Aatoemcnt wu negotiated and exClCUted pursuant to the lenns of the 1996 Act
I :

I •

Th.c 1996 Act requires that. any negotiated interconnection agreement: shall be submitted
I

to the State commission for approYal. The Commission shall approve or reject the agreement
: .

within niocty (90) day$ ofthe date it is submitted by she parties to Lbea8~ or the
I

agreement is deemed approved. 47 U.S.C. §2S2(e). The 1996 Act specifies :that the ~oiimusSiori

I
I

(A) an agreement (or any portion thereof) adopted by negotiation under
subsection <a> ifit fiDeis chat; J

(i) the agreement (or poroOft thereot) discriminates apust a
telo'ommwricetioN carrier nol a party 10 tIul agreement; or :

(ii)~ implcmmwion ofaudl aarcement or ponion is not
Qonsistentwfth the public intucsL, conveni~. or necessity; : ...
41 U.S.C. t2S2(e)(2). '

Section 9(i) ofArk. Act 77 of 1997 requires that the Commission "approve UlY negotiaced

inlertonMCtton agreement. , . filed punuant the Federal Act unless il is shown by c)e~'and
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I ,i

! I

2S1 ofd:aoF.d.val AQt (47 U.s.C. 251).'"
I

I
i, ,

, I .
convincing evidcDce dW die qn:emem ..• does not meet the minimum requirements of Section

! I

I

'( I ~:. \~. I

Noevi~ bas _ P=CDtoeI that would iadi,* \hal the proro-~c i I :. ' :

t i
In1CrConMCtionAgreemenl between SwaT and Qo.Tcl is discriminatol'Y or ~11~nsis~t with thel

I I

public: imcrest, convenience and necessity. 11M Apement between Go-TeliDdS~T is a I

, . I

DDgotiated apemen1 and thtmt ill no evidence that theA~t should be ~jed.od ~~uant to Ii
. ' I :

. , I
I

41 U.S.C. §2S2(e)(2XA) or Sec. 9(i) ofArk. Actn of 1997. Therefon:. the~ :

1ntcteonncction AgreomcDt filed on November 19, 1997, Jbould be and is hereby ap~vcd

pUflWUlt to Sec. 252(c) oftbe 1996 Ar:1. 47 U.S.C, §2S2(e).

BY ORDER OF TIlE COMMISSION.

This J..tt. day atJmUll')', 1998.

,
I .
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I

IN THE MATTER 01' THE APPUCATION OF )
SOUTHWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY )
AND BROOKS FIBER COMMUNtCAnONS OF )
ARKANSAS, INC. roll API'ROVAL OF APPENDIX )
TO INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT UNDER )
THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996 )

ORDER

DOCKET NO. 97~22.lJ
I I

ORDER:NO. J_'_

I
I

On NovDl'l1bor 2], 1997, So~bwe5tem Bell Telephone Company (sWaT) and Brooks
!
I .

Fiber Communications of Arkansas., Inc. (Brooks) filed a Joint Applic:ation ~ecking approval of :
I
I

an Appendix to the Intera)DDCCtion Agrc:ctnalt bctwocn SwaT and Brooks Fviously approved:

by the: Commission. On November 26, 1997. SWBT and Brooks submitted~Amen~nt to :
I '.

the Joint Application, stating that the Joint Application incorrectly refelTCd to Brooksjas Brooko :

Fiber Communications,~

S". 252(c) of the 1996 Act, 47 U.S.C. §2S2(e). requires that:

! '
(1) APPR.OVAL REQUIRED. - Aziy interconnectiona~t adop~

by negotiation shill be submitted fot approval to me State commiuiQo. A Sraze
I I

commission to which an qreement is submitted shall approve or reject the :
qrccment. wi1h written findinp as to any deticiencies. , ,

(2) GROUNDS FOR REJECTION. - !he Stale commission may onlY:
reject- '

(A) an agreement (or my portion thezeoO adopted by;negotiatioii "
unc1cr sub~tiol1 (a) nit findi that - ::.

(i) the agreement (or portion thereot) diKrimipatcs agalGsl
a telcc;ommunica1ions carrier DOt a party to the agreaDCIlt; or :

(ii) the implementation ofsuch a,recment or Portion is Dot
consistent with the public interest, convenience, aDd necessity; ..., ,

, ,
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The Commission must approve or reject a nceotiatec! intercooncction I.greeme~t ~ithin
, "

. :1 I

niAery (90) days ofthe eWe the agreement is filed with the Commissionpunnimt to S~,'

2S2(e)(4) oftho 1996 Act. Ifthe Commission fails to WJY out its responsibility to r~icw a
i '

~goci~d in~nnectiOl\ agreement. the Federal Communi4;;Cltions Commi~ion "'~l is~ue iln

order preempting the Slate commission's jurisdiction of that proceeding.. ,.'~ S~. 2S~(c)(5).
" .~

In reaponse to the Joint Application and the proposed Amendment,~ party bas provided
1 '

!

any information that would indicate that the tenns contained in the Amendm~t are !

discriminatory against a telecommunications ca:rier nol a pany to this docke~ Ot are inConsistent ;. ' ,
: ' !

with the public interest, convenience and necessity. The Amendment submitted on N~"ember

21) 1997, as e.manded on N~vember 26, 1997. by SWBT and Brooks is therefore appro"ed.

BY ORDER or THE COMMISSION,

ThisL day ofDcccmbcr. 1997.
I
,f
~ ,; I

..,
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AIIXANSAS
PlJBLIC SDVlCE COMMISSION

IN TIlE MAnD.OrTDAPPUCAnONor )
4U.TEL MQBU.E COMMt1NlCATION8,JNC. 4ND )
SOtJ'11lWlSTEIN BELL TlLEPIiONE COMPANY }
FOil APPROVAL orOODCONNEcnON )
AGREEMENT PUISUANT TO TUI )
TEuCOMMVNlCAUONS ACf 0' 199' )

,c'd

ORDER

,
I
I

I
I

i
, i

On October 17) 1997, Southwcatcrn Bell Telephone Company (SWBT) IDd ALLTEL
I ; •

: I .,
MobileCommuN~, hu:. (ALLTEL Mobile) filed aJoint Applita1iOI1 for!Approval:ofao

: . "

, ,

ImctCOunoeUon Ap'cemcnt UDder lbe Ttlecomanmicetiona Act of 1996 (l996IAct) batWClOn, ,

SWBT and ALLTEL Mobile. Accordina to 1he Application. the Interconnection~t was :
I
I

negotlated md oucutcd pursuant tI) the 1Imm oftbll996 Ac::t. !
i
I

, ,
The 1996 Act requires tha1 any oqotiatedin~on apeemenl~ be i~mittcd

: [

to the State commimonfor approval. The Commisaiou shall approve Ot rtject 1bc agreement
, I

~ ~. '

wi1binninety (90) days oftbc date it is submitted by w parties to \he~ or 1bL1 '
. ,

: :'. ~'.' - :

apICIDem is doomad approved. 47 U.S.C. §2S2(e). !be 1996~ 8J*ificl that the C~mmisaion i
, I

rMY only rojlC\:

(A) au apocmeat (or any porUon thcNof) lIdopted by IlDgotiatiOD uPdm i
a~ <a> ifit 6Dda tbat~ . i .

(i) tbe apeemmt (or poniOl1 tbIalof) d.iK.rim.matea ..~ a I

to1ocommnntcatloaa Cllrier DOt a party to tho lIpCCIDCDt; or i
(n).. implomentwdoD ofnd1apCGllGl11 or portiGul.DOt

couiltaltWitb the publiciD~ COllVCDiCDtC, 01~ty;. '...
47 U.S.C. f252(c)(2).
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Section 9(1) ofArk. AJ:,t 77 of1997 mluUea tbat1be Comrnillaion 14app~ve Illy ~8~tiated

, .
~nn"tion aaroement •.• 1ilcd pursuant the Fedctal Act un1cis it iB shown by cia!; aDd

; ~ -. '

. 1St afthe Federal~t (47 U.S.e:1St).

Nocv~ hIS bccD prosca!ed that wuuld indi~ 1hat~ proposed Iiucrconn~tion

ApccmGllt between SWBT lAd ALLTEL Mobile is disaiminatory or mconsi*at with the

public~~I1V~ IDd nccclaity. Tbc1D~on AifCCmOIll~ ALLTEL
! :

Mobile and SWBT is a ~iodatcd agtccZDCD.l1Dd~ is no evidence that the; agreement Should. .
I J .•

be rejec;le.d pursutmt~ 47U.s.C. §2S2(e)(2)(A) or Sec. 9(i) ofAzk. Act 77 of! 1997. ~fare,

t= WercODDflCUOU A&reaa=t file4 OD ~wbor l7, 1991, should be aDd is hereby &ppfove..i

putSU8Dt to Sec. 252(_) ofthe 1996 M, 47 U.s.C.1252(c).

BV ORDER OJ THE COMMISSlON.

'Ibis 4-M:. day afDtambcr, 1997.

J

". • <I

... . ~ ',.
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IN THE MATI'E1l0' SOVTBWISTERN BELL )
,TELEPHONE COMPANY APPUOUON JOI. )
APPROVA.L 01 INTERCONNECTION )
AGIlEEMENT UNDER THE )

'TELECoMM1JN1CAnoNS ACT OF 1'"wrm )
ENTERGY HYPERION TELECOMMUNICATIONS )
OF AllKANSASt L.L.C. }

I ..
:

DOCKET NO. 9V..367-U
OUONO. ~ I

I
I
I
I

I
!

ORDER
I .

On OdOber 3. 1997, South\llCitem Bell Telephone Company (SWBn IJld ~tctgy
I

Hyperion T8lecDmmUDicatioDS of~,L.L.C. (EatclgyH~) filed a Jaw ~pplieatio~
i , 1

for Approval of lID Interconnection Agreement under the Telecommuni~ations Act of 1996 (1996

A't) between SW'BT aDd EftlIfiY Hypcion. Accardin& 10 the Application.; the In~Ql'\l\eetion:
, , .

- i
I

Agreement was negotiated and executed pm\l8llt to the tams of the 1996 Att. :

The 1996 Act rcquh'es tha1 any negotiated intertonnec1ionasr~l shallJsubmitted:

I
to the Swe c.ommission for approval. The Commission shall approve or reject the a:pe,eJnenl

, i'~ "
within ninety (90) days of the date it is 5ublniued by the parties to the apeeanent or the"

, I
I •

agreemenl is deemed approved. 47 U.S.C. §252(e). The 1996 Act specifies that tb~ Cnnmissiem
I :
I '

may 0111)' reject I! .
(A) an.....1(or~ ponion dwoot) adop~ by neaoliacion~r'

s~ <a> if it iiDU dsat:: : .
(1) the agrcomc:nt (or po11iaD tbcrDof) dismminatC$ qainst a

relecommu.aicatioos carrier not a pIIdy to 1bc agreement; or
(ii) the implemeatation ofIud1 ~cmenc or ponioA it DOt

CDDSistat with the public intemt. COPvemcnc:e. or necessity; ...•
47 U.S.C. '252(e)(2).

I ... ·~

I
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, I :
ScctiOEl 9(i) of Ark. ~t 11 of t997 n:quiza that the Commission "ap~ro\lC ant ~8ouat4

, ,

~OI1 &lRCIDC"t ••. filed pWSUlZll me PcdIral Act unless it is shOwn by ~1~~

ccmvinciDg ~idcnu that the agrecmlDl ..• does DOt m&lClllhe minim\1lt\ req~1'Cmcr\tk~f Sectio~

-251 oflbe Fcdc:ral Act (47U.S.C. 251). i I ;
, 'I ~

On November 5, 1997, Initial COmlUCGlS were filed by ACSI Local Switched Services, !

lnc- (ACSI Local). statinK 1hat the Pole AttaduDeot Agreement between A~SI LoJ and Enterb-, I ': :

Scrvi~, ~. and its affiliate Entergy AIUnsas.1n', contAins onerous Jams in favor ofEmergy,

Ark....., lDl:. UJd io _ of1ll< 1Il00"'''1''''';'0 Pole A_. AgteemeIIIS~ACSJ Local

has execuccd. ACSI statCi that Entere Hyplrion. throuih its affiliate~ ArkMW. Inc. :, I ' ;
, • I

controls a "bonlCDllCk" Willity (pole attaebmenL) ~ch iI neceaary for fair ad K~ve :
, I

, ,

competition for local ucbaqe services. ACSI 1.0<:&1 ~Jaims that uEnterJY Hyperion couldg~
. I ;

an W1fair and discrimina&ory competitive advantase if it executeS a Pole Attaehmcnl Agreement
I I :
, ,

with Entergy Services, Inc;, which allo'illtS for cross-subsidization between ~1erBY ~yperion an~

En\etBY Services. Inc. and whith is less costly than the agreement which ACSI~I hu with :
i '
I '"
. / .

i .'t· ,.;
ACSI Local requau thal the Commission condition any gmat ofopcratiDl aiiiJiority to i

I
' I

~- H . A_A al f ,_.~- . A . 'I· ~~. !
~6teqy }'Penon, auw any approv 0 an~\N~tlon sr-ment uavo vms ~teraY :

~yperion, on Entergy Hypcrion's -arccmenllO refrain from any unfair•..Dbc:ompe~itive or
I
I

disaimiDatory action&, wbctlv:r Wbb dir"lly or tbrouab ils affilia&es. ACSl Localll1so rcqlICStS
I ,

that EntcrIY Hyperioo Ibould expressly be ordered 10 refraia from scckin~ orac+s my ,
, I

I
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di~tYfavoritilDl from EDwgyS~ 1Ac..or my companies in ~ch £n~
, l "

Services, 1D.e.. or its aftiliatcs. parent or aubsid.laria baWl an oWDa'Ship iD1aUt

ACSI LO¢a1st&w that. ifthllnta'~ction Agreement between SWBT and J;nterB)'

Hyperion is approved, the Commission should issue af6nnativc &;aDditions to be placed on
Ente:iY Hyperiou in order to prevent any c;ross-subsidiZ&tion among EDlergy Hyperi~n and. its

• I I

electri~ utility affiliates. ACSI Local funher requests that the Comm~ssion conditioniapproval of
, I

,

any InterconnectionA~t between Entergy Hyperion and any other company Which aha :
I I
I .

uti li2.cs utilitY poles upon full disc10rure ofany Pole Auacbmcnt Agreements between Bntergy :
I :

: :
HypenoD, EnIcrgy Services, Inc.• EDterg)' Arkansas, Inc., SWBT aDd Illy otbet

telecommunications t::arricr \AfNch bas mtered into an Interconnection~ or ~ther

I'"'.'"

While ACSI Local has expreilld a numb« of'Onccms rcp.rding the aneraericc of
I

competition in the td~unic:.tions market. it bas presented no evidence !bat wo~ld' jndi"tei
: , I

, I

that the proposed~on Agreement between SWBT and Ente:tS)' Hyperion is :
I

diserioUnatory or inconsis1cDt with Ihe public interest, conveniexu:e and ~lIily. ~bSent SUCh!
I

evidCDCC. the Commission bas DO basis for R:jecting die Intcl"COnncc:Qon Agtewoent~.s propo~
: , " '

The Interconnection Agreement between Entergy Hypcrion and SWBT is ~ IIIlSOtia~\. 8grecmeht
: 1"

aDd 1here i5 no c\'idc:N:c Ihat the ap:emcnt should be ~cacd pursuant 10 47 U.S.C:

§2S2(e)(2)(A) or Sec. 9(i) ofArk. Act 77 of 1997. l'hueforc. the Inrcrconn.eclion ~greement I

, . I
iilc:4 on October 3. 1997. should be and is hereby approved pursuant to s~. 2S2(e) ~fthe 1996]

Act. 47 U.S.C. §2S2(e).
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BY ORDER OF TBE COMMISSION.

Thia ~'i"f41dayofNoYClDbcr. 1997.

,
j
I
I
I

! "
i

: ~ !

'''~. /7.1,.. '-"-
'1. ·-·"'-...r-I." ~~i~" ,. "0 .

I...". • . , I
Lavenski It Smilb,'Chainnan ,

~~·4/~,
Sam 1. Branon. Jr.• CommlU1ODU ;

• I :
I .

!

D. KeamC,v.~io r
: I

I

!

I ;

I
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IN THE MAT'I"EIlorTHE APPLlCAnON OF )
SOUTJIWESTERN BILL TELEPHONE COMPANY )
AND ALLTEL'COMMt1NlCATlONS;INC. FOR )
APPROVAL OF AMENDMENT TO )
INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT UNDER'I1II )
TELECOMMUNICADONS Acr or 199' )

hQ VC.·.:IV lUl.l. OV-O,V U,J,J

dLfoUih.I;;.i~i:.. .~M'" ;
.t~~ ~ ~lIfl' ,.~:; .

:nUt: H.'.: J"(;0""," ~, i' ,
: I'·l

lit 10 S33111 '91
I

!

FltlED
I '

, I
, I
, I

DOCUT NO. 97;380-U
ORDa~O.--L-

I

ORDER
, I,

On October 17. 1997, Southwestern Bell Telephone Company (SWBT) Uld ALLTEL, , ' I
I ,

Communications, Inc. (ACI) filed a Joint Application seeking approval of aniAmend~ent to the !

Interconnection Agreement between SWBT and ALLTEL previously approv~ on Jje 25, ~
: i
, I

1997. On October 29, 1991, SWBT andALLTEL submitted an iUDendcd and substituted
I • . ~

I

Appendix SS7 to the Amendment Ul the Interconnection Agreem~nt tbat replaced the A.ppendix
I I

,
I

557 filed OD OctOber 17. 1997.

Sec:. 252(e) oftho 1996 Act. 47lJ.S.C. §252(e), RqWres tba1:

(l) APPROVAL REQUIRED. - Any int.crconnection agreemCnt adopted
by negotiation shall be submitted for approval to the State commisaiOo. A S&a~
commi.slion to which an agroemont is submiU.li shall approve or ICject the I
agrGCwent, with wtiUon findings as to any deficiencies.

(2) OROUNDS FOR REJECTION.• The State 4Oommission IDly only
~~- , .

(A) an &gI'CCmm1 (or illY portion thereof) adopted by ncgotiati6n~'
UDder lubaccdon Ca) if it finda mat - ,l:;';,

(i) the aarcanen\ (or ponion thereof) diacriminales l8aipSt
a telccommunicatioDJ carrier wit I party to the~l; or !

(ii) the iJDplementatioD. of.\IGb agrccmeDt or pmion is ~t
consiStent with. the public in=cst. convcnienc:e, and necessity; I...

I
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I
The Commission must appro'lle or reject a negotiated intcrconnectiol1l1lg1etme~t within

! '
I ,

DinetY (90) days ofVie date the agreement is filed with the Commission~t to sec.
+. I : :

252(.)(4) of the 1996 Act. If the Commission fails to tatrY out its responsjbi~ily to ~iewa, ,

negotiated interconnection agreement, the Federal Communications CommiJ.llion "shaJl issue an

order preempting theS~ commjll8ion'sjumdl~UOD oftlw proceeding. ..." Sec. 252(e)(5).
!;':

In response to the Joint Application and the proposed Amendment, no pll1y ~;:prO\'ided :
I • ," ,,

,
any infonnation that would indic;ate that the terms contained in the Amendment are ;

, I

, I

discriminatory against a telecommwUcations c:arrier not a party to this docket or ICC idconsiS1eIlt i
I ,, :

with the public interest, convenience and necessity. The Amendment sUbmi~d on oCwber 17,

,

~ " IC :

Sam I. Bratton. Jr" CoDUDissioncr

1997, aJ amended on October 29, 1997, by SWBT aDd ACI is therefore apprOved.

BVORDEROrTHECO~~'O~

This IO~ day ofNovember, 1997.
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DOClC.Ei NO. 97134I.u
OUERNO. If

I

I
!

ARKANSAS
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

IN THE'MATtER OF SOlJTllWESTERN BELL )
TELEPHONE'COMPANY APPUCAnON FOR )
APPROVAL 01' APPENDIX TO )
INTERCONNEcrlON AGREEMENT UNDER THE )
TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACI OF 1996 WITH )
U.s. TELCO, INC,' )

81 'd

ORDER I
I

On October 3,1997, Southwestern Bell Telephone Company (swan and u.sl Tdco,
I , I

Inc. (U,S. Telco) filed & Joint Application seeking approval oran Appendix to a tuaalt
IntercoMecbon A "rcement between SWBT and U.S. Telco previously approved on S~ptember

~ : I
18, 1997- According to the Application. implementation of che Appendix complies fully Vwith

, I
Sec, 252(e) oftbe Telecommunications Act of1996 (1996 Act) bccauac lheAppendix!is

I

, !
\':onsistcnl with the public intere5t, convenience and necessity and dou not di'scriminate aiainst

any telecornJllW1ieationa camero

Sec_ 2S2(e) ofthe 1996 Act, 47 U.S.C. §2S2(e). requires that:

: i
(1) APPROVAL REQUIRED.• Any interconnection agreement &dop~

by negotiation shall be submittld for approval to the State commiuiOD. A State
commission to which an apIGIDCDl ia submiUcd abaU approve or rej~t the I
agRement, with written findi':lgs as to any dcficicu.cies. i

(2) GROUNDS FOR REJECTION.• The S!atc: commission may only I

~~- !
(A) an agreement (or lilY portion t1Ktcof) adopted by ne8otiati~n

under sub8c:ction (a) ifit fandi that· ,i
(i) me agreement (or portion thereof) dUaim.iu1cs agaiMt

a telecommunications carrier not a party to thea~ or :
(ii) the implementation ofsuch agreement or portion is J~t

consistent with the public interest, convenic:nu, and Mccssity; I; ...
: I

I
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PAOE2 ;

The COl1llnWion must approve Of reject a w:goliated mtercoWlcction~twitbin
I

ninety (90) daya of the da1e the asreement is filed with the Commission pursuant to Ser<
• I I f

2S2(e)(4) oftbe 1996 Act. Ifthe Commission fails to carry ow its lC$pOIlSibility to re~iew a
I I I i

negobl1OQ inlCl'COnneotioD aareemon~ cbc Fodcral Communications Commission o4sha11 issue an
I. ,

order preempting the StAte commission's jurisdiction of that proceeding...."; Sec. 252(e)(S).
I

In response to the Joint Application and the proposed Appendix, no party has ~rovided

any informalion that would indicate that tho terma contained in the Appendix are disc~minalOry
I , ,.

api.Dst a telC4;QmmUDications <:mier not a party to this docket or are inconsi~t withjlt1e 'public:

interest, convenience and ~ssity. The Appendix submitted on October 3, 1997, by ~~T and!
, ,

U,S. Telco is therefore apptO\'cd.

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION.

This '7J;1, day of Novembcr, 1997.

, ,

,_.IIJ"U' S"m' I ,

kj~~,'f'!
Sam I. Bratton, Jr., ConUnlssloncr :, ,

~~.~

I, .
, ,

/' "; .

I 0,
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IN nm MATTER. OF SQUTHWBSTERN BELL )
TELEPHONE'COMPANY APPUCAnoN FOR )
.AlPROVAL OF INTERCONNECTION . )
AGREEMENT UNDER.1lIE )
lELECOMMUNICAnONS ACT OF 1996 WIl1i )
U.S. TELCO, INC. )
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I
DOCKET:NO. 97-31O-U
ORDER NO. a.. '

I
I
,
I

"""""""""...~

°BD..U

i

I
!
I
I

, I

On AugUSl 5,1997, SouthwestorD Bell Telephone Company (SWBT) and U.S.~elCO, Inc.,

(U.S.T.) filed a Joint AppUwion for APFoval ofan Intere4Dnccuon Agreement unde~ the i
Telecommunications Ad. of 1996. According to the Joint Application, the IntCl'CODncc1tion .

, I ",-
Agreement was DeIOtiatcd and exoeuted PUCluant to the temu of the 1996 Act. i . ,

I

The Tcle~mmUDiQltions Act of 1996 (1996 Act) requires that any oqotiatcd !

I
interconneQion aarcemeal shall be submitted to the State commission for approval. The

I
I
I

Commission shall approve Dr reject the agreement within ninety (90) days of.thc date it is
I,

submitted by \be parties to 1he agreement gr the agreement is deemed approv~. 47 uis.c.

§252(e).

The 1996 Act spcQfies that Ihe Commiuion may only reject:

(A) an aar=neat (or any portion~f) adopted by negotiation
under subsection (a) if it finds that:

(i) w agrecm.cm (or portion thereof) discriminates asaiast a
telecommunications canicr not a party to1he agreement; or

(ii) the implementation ofsuch agreement Dr poRion ~ DDt
consisteDt with the public intmst. QODvenience. and necessity; ....
47 U.S.C. '2S2(e)(2). .
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~a,~,fA,·:

, I IJ:
Sam 1. Branon. Jr.• Comlnissione~ .

8080lLEIOS

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION.

This CfI1J day ofSeptembcr. 1997.

2:S2(0) oCtile 1996 Act, 47 U.s.C. §252(c).

iWd lE:SO OHl B6-92-8~
, I ', . ,. ,

i . :
, i . ;
, I' :
, I

DOCKET NO. 91-31G-U i
face Two ' I

: I
I I

I

No evidcace wu presented that &he lntercoJlDeCbon Agreement~SWB~ and

U.s.T. disc.riminates apiDSt a telecommunieatioDJ umer that is not a party IQ the agrehment or
, I

that the agreement is not ~istcntwith the public interest. The Interconnoc;~on A~ment is a, , I,
neeot1ated aareemoau and there iJ 110 evidence thac 1hc Intcrtonncction Agrcc:zDcm should be

I
I

rejected PL&l'l\W1t to 47 U.S.C. §2S2(o)(2)(A). 'I1wvfore. \he xntereollDOOtion ;Air=mep.t
, !

I

between SwaT and U.S.T. tiled on August S. 1997. is approved as in compliance witll Sec.
I

I

i
I
I

£t 'd

:4~u~~~~')
J8DS~

SCQ'ewy ofthe Commission

~:lIDU' lSi'on~
I,

i '" '-
I
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ARKANSAS PUBLIC SER.VlCE COMMISSION

IN nm MATTER OF SOUTHWESTERN BELL )
T:EL£PHONE COMPANY APPLICATION FOR )
APPROVAL-OF INlEllCONNECIlON )
AOREBMENT UNDER THE )
TELECOMMUNICATIONS Acr OF 1996 WITH )
CAPR.OCK COMMUNICATIONS )
CORPORATION }

:-,11 -0
~-l'..~

DOCKET NO. 97-309-U
ORDER NO. ~.

ORDER

On Ausuat S~ 1997, Southwestem Bell Tclcplumc Company (SWBn~CaPlfck
, , I

Communications Corporation (Captock) filed a Joint Application for Approval ofan !

: I '
InlCtCOIUlcction Agreement under the Telecommunications Act of 1996. ~rding withe Joint

, I
I

Application, the InterconDCCtion Agreemeot was negotiated and executed PW'lIlWlt to te terms

oftile 1996 Ac:L I

The Tcle<:ommunicatioDS Act of1996 (1996 Act) requires that any ncgoaared I
i
I

interconnection agreement shall be submitted 10 the Stala ~mmission for .p~n>va1. ~e

Ccm:uniAiQn shallappmve or Rject the agreement within ninety (90) days ofthe datel is

submitted by the parties to the agreement or the agreemelU is deemed approved. 47 Ul~'C.

§2S2(e). i".' .
I

The 1996 Act specifics that the Commission may only reject:

(A) an apcemem (or IQY portion thereof) adopted by DCaotillion
Wlder subiKlion <I> if it iiDdalhat:

(i) tho asre=ent (or ponion thereof) discriminatea qliDst a
tcIccommunieatiOOJ c:arrier not a party to the agreement; or

(il) Ihc: implcmemation ofsuch agreement or portion iJ DOt

comistent with the public interest. convenience, and necessity; ....
47 U.S.C. §2S2(c)(2).

t' •
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I i

DOCKET NO. 97-309-U I.
Pal_Two :

No evidence was prestlUCd that the IntereoDDCCtionAgreement between SWBljarid
, " I',' , , I

Capto~~ aaainst a IclcQommUDieations carrier that is not lJ part)' ,to the agreement or :
, • ~- : I I I 1 : :

that the agreement is nolc;o~ With the plolblic interest. The In~nn"liOll ~cnt is a '
, :

: ,

uegotiated agreement and there is no evidence that the Inten:onpection AgreeMent sho~d be

I

rcjec\ed pursuant to 41 U.S.C, §2S2(e)(2)(A). Therefore,. the Interconnection Agrecmcflt
I

between SWBT and Caprock tiled onA~ S. 1997, is approved as in compliance with Sec.
, I

I
252(0) altha 1996 N.t, 47U.S.C. f2S2(e).

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION.

This !l:!!..-day of September, 1997.

~
Lavcnaki It Smith. CbaUman I ~ .

~d.~/1';
Sam l Bratton. Jr., Commissioner. '

, ; :
I '

~~~nJ,(iJ
Scgetary of111e CommiqiOD

,
:., l.~.
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DOCKET NO. 97-293-U
ORPERNO. &

, I

!

[ :
Sf~ 9 8 !o~ ~M '97

A1UtANSAS PUBUC SERVICE COMMISSION i
!

• I

, ~i~ ~.D
" j, ... 1....

!IN THE MA'JTEIl OF SOUTHWESTERN BELL )
TELEPHONE COMPANY APPLICAnON FOR )
APPROVAI. OFINT.ER.CONNECTION )
AGREEMENT UNDER 1lJE )
TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996 WITH )
US ~ST INTERPlUSE AMERJCA. INC. )

I

On July 23, 1997, So~lhweattmBcU Telephone CompaD)' (swen aDd U. S. \¥cs;t

Intcrprisc America. Inf;. d/b/a Jnterprisa America, Inc. (Interprise) filed a Joint Applic~ion for,
, I

Approval ofan InterconnectiOQ Agreement under the Te1ccauununications Act of 1996.
, .. I

,
Aceording to the Joint Application. the Interconnection Agreement was neeotiated an~ ex~u\ed

,

pursuant to the terms oftb.e 1996 Act
,
,

The Telecommunitations Act of 1996 (1996 Act) requires that any nclotiBu:d :
I

I
interconnec:tion agreement shall be submitted to the State cOmnUliSioD for approval. The.·, .

: .

CommilSsion ihaU approve or rcj~ the agreement within ninety (90) days oflhe date i~ Is .

"
I

submitted by the panies to the agreement Of me agreement is deemed applOv~ 47 Ui~'C.

§2S2(e).

The 1996 Act s~ifics that me Commission may only reject:

(A) an agreement (or any portion thereof) adopted by nc&otialion
uuda subsection CI) ifit ftDda mar: .

(i) the aareenusaa (or portion thcrcoO discriminatea apinll a
IClecommunications tanier not a party to the agreement; or '

(ii) the implementation ofsuch agreement or poniOD is not
consil1ent with the public: intorest, convenience. and oecessity; ....
47 U.s.C. §252(,){2).

! ..
, .
t '- ..
'"' .."
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DOCKET NO. 91·29J·U !

I

ralc11fo ;
I
i

No evidence was presented thal the I11lCrCOIUICCtioil Agreement~SWB~ &nd
! ..

Interprisc di5criminalO.S aping I tolocommuniRtioas~er that iii not a PInY to the akCeement
I . I'

or that the asreemcnt is DOt CODIiltcnt with rhD pub~ inccrest. The Intcrco~tion Arment is :

Il negotiated agreement and there is no evidence lha1 the Inten:oMection Agreement mbuld be .:
I

rej~led pursuau\ to 47 U.S.C. §252(e)"(2)(A). Therefore. the Intertonnection:Agrecm~nt
i

bctwlan SWBT and Interprise tiled on July 23. 1997, is approved as in compliance with Sec.
. I

I
2S2{c) ofthc 1996 Act, .., U.S.C. §2S2(c). i

BY ORDER OF TIll COMMISSION.

This 1'11
. day ofScptanbct, 1997.

... i.

~~, 1. i :
~~~ i :

a.'. I ,~.
Sam 1. Bratton, Jr., Commissioner .

I
I
I
i
I, '

us D. Kearney, Comlniui~ .
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IN THE MATI.e.R. OF THE APPUCAnON )
OF SPlUNT SPECTRUM L,P. AND )
SOUTHWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE )
COMPANY FOR APPROVAL OF AN )
INlERCONNECTION AGREEMENT )
PURSUANT TO THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS)
ACT OF 1996 )

QRDU

FilLED
I

DOCKET ~O, 97-~92.U
ORDER'NO. 6,1

,

", .'.

On July 22. 1997, So\ltbwes~ Bell Telephone ComplUlY (SWBT) and Sprint ~pearum.

L.P. d/b/a Sprint PCS (Sprint peS) filed a JQint Application for Approvaj of In Intercohncc:tion
i

Agreement Wider 1h~ Telec:ommuni;ations ~t of 1996. According to the Jomt APpJickion, tho
, I

, ,

Inten;olUlCcuon Aa;rccment WI! negotiated and executed pursuant to the te~ of the 1~96 Act.
o ,

, The Telecommunications Aa of 1996 (1996 Act) requires lhllt my negotiated I
. , I

o I

interconnection agreement shall be submitted to the State commiasion for approval. The
. : ~ I

Commission shall approve or reject the lliJ'oement within ninety (90) days ofthe date i~ is
I

sLlbmittcd by the panics to the agJeeroent or the agreement is deemed approY~. 47 U.~~C.

§2S2(e).

The 1996 Act apocifics that the Commislion may only reject;

(A) an aarccment (or Iny ponion lhereof) adopted by negotiation
under lubsection <Il> if it finds that:

(i) die IIfMIIICDt (or ponioD Cheroot) discriminates apiDst a
tel"ommw1itatioDS carrier nor a pany to the Igreement; or 0

(ii) 1be implemenration of~b agreement or partioD is DDt

consistent with the public interest, conveAi.ence, and DCCcssit)':; . . ..
41 U.S.C. §2S2(c)(2). 0



SOSOLLELOSLO'd :Ud \E:sll~ DD-SC:-iji'

: [ ;
I

I

DOCKET NO. 91-29J.U [
Pap Two , i

i ,',
No eyidcnl;e .... poeoeIIWllllol the InJIreomlcction Apecmcnt bc_ SWB~lIld

Sprint pes discriminates asaimt a telCQJmmWlications curier that is not a PlII'lYto the:
, I ' I

I

qrecment or that'the agreement is DOt Gonaistent with !he public in~t. The In1crcon;nCdion
I

Ail'cement is a ne;otialad Iif'MIDII1l and d1ere ij no evidence that the In tion i
I

AlfCcment should be rejected purauant to 47 U.S.C, §2S2(o)(2)(A). Thcrc:forc. the

i 'I.'
mmissio~ ,

I
i

I

I·

~~I
Lavenski R. Smith. Chairman I,

~~.u.,,'14
SUll. Bratton, Jr.• ComtnislioneJ :

I ' :
, I " :

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION.

This .J~ ofSeptember. 1997.

"

Intereonnection Agreement between SWBT and Sprinl pes filed on July 22.1997. is app,ro<ved

as in compliance with Soc. 252(e) of the 1996 Act, 47 U.S.C. §2SUe). ! '\

!
i .j....

~~~l
I. Sanden
Scc:retary oftbe Commission

I
, 0,

,
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IN nm MATrER OF THE APPUCATION OF )
AT&TWlREtEss SERVICBS.1NC.,AND )
SOUTHWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE )
COMPANY FOR APPROVAL OF AN )
INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT )
PURSUANT TO THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS)
Ar.T OF 1996 )

QJlDER

i

FilED
DOCKET NO. 97-260-U
ORDER NO.' ~

I

i '
I

,
I. I'
~ . ~

On June 30. 1997. SoU1hwutem Bell TelephoM Company (SWBT) and AT&t: WiIelcss
, I

, I

Services, Inc. (AWS) filed a Joint Application for Approval ofan InterconneCtion~ment
!

under the Tc1ecommunications~t of 1996. ~rdin& to 1be JointAppli~ the :
!

IntcrtOnnection Agreement was negotiated aDd executed PW$uanl to the tenns ofthe \996 Act.
o I

;

The Tel~ommunications Act of 1996 (1996 Act) requires that any negotiated i

intercoIlllCcUon agreement aball be I\Ibmitted to the State commi~ion for approval. T~te

CoounilSion sball approve or reject the qrecmcnt within ninety (90) days of~ date 'f is
I

IUbmitted by the parties to the IlfCC1I1Ct1t or tM &pecmen1 is deemed approved. 47 U.s.C.
!
i

1252(e).

The 1996 Aet apeeifies that the Commissioa may only reject:

(A) an agreement (or any portion thereof) adopted by negotiation
undCf subsection (a) iln finds that:

(i)~ agroomenl (or portion thcn:of)~ aaaiDlt a
teJccommunieations carrier not a party to 1h~ agreement; or '

(ii) the implementation ofsw:h agrecmcDl or paniou is DOt
consistent wilh me public interest. convenience. and DeCessity; ....
41 U.S.C. §252(c)(2).

,
"


